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the longitudinal axis of the substrate an^ opposing lateralpa^ of the cutting marks 
are provided along the lateral axis with the substrate^s positioned-feetween,the 
l ongitudinal a ndjateigj rows of the cutting marks^|^^ 

^onifig the saw machine with res^^ a first substrate area according to 
the alignment marks of the first substrafe^ea along the longitudinal axis and cutting 
the substrate strip on cutting trac)«r^efined between respective ones of the cutting 
marks parallel to the lateral ^ri^ and 

repositioning the sa<i machine wfth respect to an adjacent one of the substrate 
areas and cutting tije^ubstrate strip according to the step of positioning the saw 
machine, wher^cutting error that results from each substrate area will not 
accumulate ta^e adjacent substrate area.- ^ 


REMARKS 


New claim 1 3 has been added, and upon entry of the amendments above claims 
7 and 9-13 remain pending in the application. 

After the personal interview with the Examiner, new claim 13 is presented for 
review by the Examiner since it is believed that new independent daim 13 clearly 
represents the inventive scope of the application and distinguishes over the cited art. 
All of the amendments are fully supported by the original disclosure of this application 
and therefore do not constitute the introduction of any new matter into this case. 

STATFWIgNT OF T'-'P SHBSTANCF OF THE INTERVIEW 

Applicant thanks the Examiner and Primary Examiner Kenneth Peterson for 
the courteous interview held on January 29. 2002. During the interview the 
Examiners and Applicant's Attorney discussed claim 7. and in particular, page 3. 
second full paragraph of the Amendment and Response filed on January 25. 2002. 
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As is noted in the interview summary, the Examiner indicated that if claim 7 is 
amended to add language that distinguishes over the reference to Shimizu et al. , the 
application will be reviewed favorably. It was also agreed in the interview that the 
use of the reference to Shimizu et al. under 35 U.S.C. 102 (a) is improper 

New claim 13 recites language which clearly illustrates the inventive subject 
matter that distinguishes over the Shimizu et al. reference. In accordance with the 
interview, new claim 13 is presented which can replace claim 7 if the Examiner 
allows claim 1 3, upon which claims 9-1 2 can also be amended to depend from claim 
13. If further amendments are believed necessary please contact the Applicant's 
Attorney. 

Respectfully submitted, 
BACON & THOMAS, PLLC 


Date: February 28, 2002 

BACON & THOMAS, PLLC 
625 Slaters Lane, Fourth Floor 
Alexandria, Virginia 22314 
Telephone: 703-683-0500 
Facsimile: 703-683-1080 


WKP/jfm 

S:\ProducerWp\SU 3949l8\suppteirMnt3l amendrnenLwpd 


WONKI K. PARK 
Associate Attomey for A( 
Registration No. 38,9£ 


3 


